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academic discipline. It meets the curriculum
objectives of language arts classes, math,
science, social studies and history.

By providing opportunities for young people
to improve their quality of life and challenge
them as they apply lessons learned in school,
Generation Earth is an important catalyst for
the people of Los Angeles. Thanks to Genera-
tion Earth, Los Angeles County teenagers are
beginning to learn that they can make a posi-
tive difference in their surroundings.

I hope my colleagues will join me in com-
mending Generation Earth for its leadership in
developing a successful comprehensive ap-
proach to environmental education.
f

RECOGNIZING THE PARTICIPATION
OF MS. JOANNA MANUEL IN THE
VOICES AGAINST VIOLENCE CON-
GRESSIONAL TEEN CONFERENCE

HON. ROBERT A. UNDERWOOD
OF GUAM

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, November 18, 1999
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, last

month, 342 teenagers from throughout the
country came to Capitol Hill to attended the
Voices Against Violence Conference regarding
youth violence. During the two days, the teen-
agers had unique opportunities to express
their views on youth violence to Members,
learn from national law enforcement and youth
programming experts, and participate in work-
shops covering a variety of issues including di-
versity training, peer mediation, and hate
crime prevention strategies. Supporting agen-
cies and organizations included the U.S. De-
partment of Justice, the National Crime Pre-
vention Council, the American Mental Health
Association, MTV, and the Children’s Defense
Fund.

I felt it was important for a young person
from Guam to participate in this conference to
ensure that the diversity of perspectives of
youth violence included teens from the furthest
American jurisdiction. I was proud that Ms. Jo-
anna Manuel, a sophomore attending Simon
Sanchez High School, was Guam’s represent-
ative to the conference. During her visit, Jo-
anna gained practical knowledge about vio-
lence prevention initiatives and helped to ex-
plore the causes, needs and solutions to the
problems of youth violence which continues to
impact our society. Joanna proved to be a val-
uable contributor and an able spokesperson
for Guam’s youth.

The two day conference resulted in the in-
troduction of House Resolution 357, which
represents the views of the 342 conference
participants and provides their collective views
of the causes and solutions to youth violence.
The measure was introduced by Democratic
Leader RICHARD A. GEPHARDT, myself, and 94
other co-sponsors.

I am hopeful that Joanna will continue to be
involved in the issue of youth violence and
help raise community awareness and activity.
It is evident from the outcome of the Voices
Against Violence conference, that we can look
to America’s youth for solutions and guidance
to understand why violence happens and what
we can do to avert it.

For the record, I am submitting an essay
written by Ms. Joanne Manuel giving her
views on the causes of violence among teen-
agers.

WHAT DO YOU FEEL ARE THE CAUSES OF
VIOLENCE AMONG TEENAGERS TODAY?

As anyone who listens to the radio, watch-
es television, or reads the newspaper knows,
violence has become a cause for nationwide
and worldwide concern. Of particular con-
cern is the alarming increase in violence
among children and youth. The rates of
youth-initiated violent crimes are rising dra-
matically, as are the numbers of young vic-
tims. Many teens are pressured into doing
things they don’t want to do. One of the
hardest parts of growing up, is the same
today as it has been for years, peer pressure.
It is a part of every teenager’s junior and
high school years. Some peer pressure is ac-
tually quite good in working towards devel-
oping a teen’s recognition of right and
wrong. Negative peer pressure, the kind we
most commonly associate with the concept,
can be devastatingly corruptive. Positive
and negative pressure are two totally dif-
ferent things. Positive pressure includes en-
couragement to try out for the school play,
or challenges to study harder. Negative peer
pressure includes encouragement to use
drugs, to smoke, or other things that harm.
Positive pressure has many benefits such as
helping teenagers develop a sense of moral-
ity. Part of being a teen involves learning to
make decisions. One of the things that af-
fects decision-making is pressure from
friends. Teens should make decisions based
on their own morals and values. Daily, teens
are persuaded to participate in activities
that statistics report may harm their well-
being. These activities include: smoking,
drinking, using drugs, having premarital sex,
and even cheating on schoolwork. Many
teens are pressured into taking drugs and
smoking by ‘‘friends.’’ Teens today need to
learn to make their own decisions and say no
to drugs, smoking, and other things they
know can harm them. Our communities and
schools have to work together to help pre-
vent negative peer pressure between teen-
agers. There are many other things that
cause violence among teens today. Troubled
teens are gradually increasing these days
and many are caused by problems stemming
from home. Counseling is a great way to find
the problem and solve it before other prob-
lems arise. While I was in middle school, we
had a peer counseling system. Students who
needed help or just needed someone to talk
to would go to the counselor’s office and fel-
low students would talk and lend a helping
hand. It was a great system and it worked. I
think that the government should set aside
some money to establish and maintain this
type of system in every school in the nation
and maybe even worldwide. We all have to
work together to make a brighter future for
all of us and the generations to come.

f

FREEDOM OF THE PRESS
SLIPPING IN HONG KONG

HON. JOHN EDWARD PORTER
OF ILLINOIS

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, November 18, 1999

Mr. PORTER. Mr. Speaker, I am greatly
concerned over the growing reports from Hong
Kong that freedom of the press is increasingly
at risk under Chinese rule. When Hong Kong
was turned over to China in July of 1997, it
was to become one country but remain two
systems. Unfortunately, after less than two
and a half years, we are already seeing exam-
ple after example of Beijing’s power and its
communist values being exhibited throughout
Hong Kong and imposed on the citizenry.

The most recent example of this clampdown
was the abrupt reassignment of the well-re-
spected, outspoken director of the government
owned Radio/Television Hong Kong, Cheung
Man-yee last month. Ms. Cheung was named
economic and trade representative to Japan, a
post equivalent to that of ambassador. This
action took place just days after she drew a
rare public rebuke from the Chinese Deputy
Prime Minister, Qian Qichen. Recently, the
station had also aired a senior Taiwanese offi-
cial seeking to explain President Lee Teng-
hui’s shift in policy toward China.

The Hong Kong government is becoming in-
creasingly critical of all local media. State-
ments from the chief of executive of Hong
Kong, Tung Chee-hwa such as ‘‘while is free-
dom of speech is important, it is also impor-
tant for government policies to be positively
presented,’’ show the direction in which free-
dom of the press is headed.

This ‘‘reassignment’’ of a qualified journalist
is a scary first step. The international commu-
nity must stand up and take notice when the
slipping away of a vital freedom begins. The
freedom of the press is the cornerstone of a
strong democracy. If Hong Kong loses its free
press, I have great fear for what is next.
f

THE TRUE GOAL OF EDUCATION

HON. JAMES M. TALENT
OF MISSOURI

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, November 18, 1999

Mr. TALENT. Mr. Speaker, I insert the fol-
lowing eloquent speech entitled ‘‘the True
Goal of Education’’ into the CONGRESSIONAL
RECORD.

THE TRUE GOAL OF EDUCATION

(By Gov. George W. Bush)
It is a pleasure to be here, and to join in

marking the chamber’s Business Apprecia-
tion Month. New Hampshire is a state of
small businesses. Many of them here in the
north country are prospering, and this orga-
nization has played an important part. I am
honored by your invitation.

I am an optimist, I believe that the next
century will be a time of incredible pros-
perity—if we can create an environment
where entrepreneurs like you can dream and
flourish. A prosperity sustained by low
taxes, unleashed by lighter regulation, ener-
gized by new technologies, expanded by free
trade. A prosperity beyond all our expecta-
tions, but within our grasp.

But this hope, in the long-run, depends di-
rectly on the education of our children—on
young men and women with the skills and
character to succeed. So for the past few
months, I have focused on the problems and
promise of our public schools.

In September, I talked about disadvan-
taged children left behind by failed schools.
The diminished hopes of our current system
are sad and serious—the soft bigotry of low
expectations. Schools that do not teach and
will not change must have some final point
of accountability. A moment of truth, when
their federal funds, intended to help the
poorest children, are divided up and given to
parents—for tutoring or a charter school or
some other hopeful option.

Last month, I talked about raising the aca-
demic ambitions of every public school in
America—creating a culture of achievement.
My plan lifts the burden of bureaucracy, and
gives states unprecedented freedom in spend-
ing federal education dollars. In return for
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this flexibility, each state must adopt a sys-
tem of real accountability and high stand-
ards. Students must be tested on the basics
of reading and math each year—and those re-
sults posted, by school, on the Internet. This
will give parents the information to know if
education is actually taking place—and the
leverage to demand reform.

My education proposals are bound by a
thread of principle. The federal government
must be humble enough to stay out of the
day-to-day operation of local schools. It
must be wise enough to give states and
school districts more authority and freedom.
And it must be strong enough to require
proven performance in return. The federal
role in education is to foster excellence and
challenge failure with charters and choice.
The federal role in education is not to serve
the system. It is to serve the children.

Yet this is only part of an agenda. Yes, we
want our children to be smart and success-
ful. But even more, we want them to be good
and kind and decent. Yes, our children must
learn how to make a living. But even more,
they must learn how to live, and what to
love. ‘‘Intelligence is not enough,’’ said Mar-
tin Luther King, Jr. ‘‘Intelligence plus char-
acter—that is the true goal of education.’’

So today, here in New Hampshire, I want
to make the case for moral education.
Teaching is more than training, and learning
is more than literacy. Our children must be
educated in reading and writing—but also in
right and wrong.

Of course, every generation worries about
the next. ‘‘Children today are tyrants,’’ said
one educator. ‘‘They contradict their par-
ents, gobble their food, and tyrannize their
teachers.’’ And that teacher’s name was . . .
Socrates.

Some things don’t change. The real prob-
lem comes, not when children challenge the
rules, but when adults won’t defend the
rules. And for about three decades, many
American schools surrendered this role. Val-
ues were ‘‘clarified,’’ not taught. Students
were given moral puzzles, not moral guid-
ance. But morality is not a cafeteria of per-
sonal choices—with every choice equally
right and equally arbitrary, like picking a
flavor of ice cream. We do not shape our own
morality. It is morality that shapes our
lives.

Take an example. A Massachusetts teach-
er—a devoted supporter of values clarifica-
tion—had a sixth grade class which an-
nounced that it valued cheating, and wanted
the freedom to express that value during
tests. Her response? ‘‘I personally value hon-
esty,’’ she said. ‘‘Although you may choose
to be dishonest, I will insist that we be hon-
est on our tests here. In other areas of your
life, you may have to be dishonest.’’

This is not moral neutrality. It is moral
surrender. Our schools should not cultivate
confusion. They must cultivate conscience.

In spite of conflicting signals—and in spite
of a popular culture that sometimes drowns
their innocence—most of our kids are good
kids. Large numbers do volunteer work.
Nearly all believe in God, and most practice
their faith. Teen pregnancy and violence are
actually going down. Across America, under
a program called True Love Waits, nearly a
million teens have pledged themselves to ab-
stain from sex until marriage. Our teenagers
feel the pressures of complex times, but also
the upward pull of a better nature. They de-
serve our love and they deserve our encour-
agement.

And sometimes they show character and
courage beyond measure. When a gun is
aimed at a seventeen-year-old in Colorado—
and she is shot for refusing to betray her
Lord. When a seventeen-year-old student,
during a madman’s attack on a Fort Worth
church, is shot while shielding a friend with

Downs Syndrome—and continues to comfort
her, even after her own injury. We are find-
ing, in the midst of tragedy, that our chil-
dren can be heroes too.

Yet something is lost when the moral mes-
sage of schools is mixed and muddled. Many
children catch a virus of apathy and cyni-
cism. They lose the ability to make con-
fident judgments—viewing all matters of
right and wrong as a matter of opinion.
Something becomes frozen within them—a
capacity for indignation and empathy. You
can see it in shrugged shoulders. You can
hear it in the watchword of a generation:
‘‘Whatever,’’

Academics like Professor Robert Simon re-
port seeing many students—nice, well-inten-
tioned young men and women—who refuse to
make judgments even about the Holocaust.
‘‘Of course I dislike the Nazis,’’ he quotes a
student, ‘‘but who is to say they are morally
wrong?’’

At the extreme, in the case of a very few
children—lawless, loveless and lonely—this
confusion can harden into self-destruction or
evil, suicide or violence. They find no ele-
vating ideals—from parents or church or
school—to counter the chaos in their souls.
‘‘We laugh at honor,’’ said C.S. Lewis, ‘‘and
are shocked to find traitors in our midst.’’

But something is changing in this country.
Perhaps we have been sobered by tragedy.
Perhaps the Baby Boom generation has won
some wisdom from its failures and pain. But
we are no longer laughing at honor. ‘‘Values
clarirfication’’ seems like a passing super-
stition. Many states have instituted real
character education in their schools, and
many more are headed in that direction.
After decades of drift, we are beginning a
journey of renewal.

Above all, we are relearning a sense of
idealism for our children. Parents and teach-
ers are rediscovering a great calling and a
heavy burden: to write on the slate of souls.

We must tell our children—with conviction
and confidence—that the authors of the Hol-
ocaust were evil men, and the authors of the
Constitution were good ones. That the right
to life, liberty and the pursuit of happiness is
not a personal opinion, but an eternal truth.

And we must tell our children—with clar-
ity and certainty—that character gives di-
rection to their gifts and dignity to their
lives. That life is too grand and important to
be wasted on whims and wants, on getting
and keeping. That selfishness is a dark dun-
geon. That bigotry disfigures the heart. That
they were made for better things and higher
goals.

The shape of our society, the fate of our
country, depends on young men and women
who know these things. And we must teach
them.

I know this begins with parents. And I
know that is easy for a politician to say.
Mark Twain once commented, ‘‘To do good is
noble. To instruct others in doing good is
just as noble, and much easier.’’ But the
message of our society must be clear. When
a man or woman has a child, being a father
or mother becomes their most important job
in life. Not all teachers are parents, but all
parents are teachers. Family is the first
school of manners and morals. And the com-
pass of conscience is usually the gift of a car-
ing parent.

Yet parents should expect schools to be al-
lies in the moral education of children. The
lessons of the home must be reinforced by
the standards of the school—standards of
safety, discipline and decency.

Effective character education should not
just be an hour a week on a school’s virtue
of the month. Effective character education
is fostered in schools that have confidence in
their own rules and values. Schools that set
limits, enforce boundaries, teach high ideals,

create habits of good conduct. Children take
the values of the adult worlds seriously when
adults take those values seriously.

And this goal sets an agenda for our na-
tion.

First, we must do everything in our power
to ensure the safety of our children. When
children and teenagers go to school afraid of
being bullied, or beaten, or worse, it is the
ultimate betrayal of adult responsibility. It
communicates the victory of moral chaos.

In an American school year there are more
than 4,000 rapes or cases of sexual battery;
7,000 robberies; and 11,000 physical attacks
involving a weapon. And these are overall
numbers. For children attending inner-city
schools, the likelihood of being a victim of
violence is roughly five times greater than
elsewhere. It is a sign of the times that the
same security company used by the U.S.
Mint and the FBI has now branched out into
high-school security.

Surveying this scene, it is easy to forget
that there is actually a federal program de-
signed to confront school violence. It’s called
the Safe and Drug-Free Schools and Commu-
nities Act. The program spends about $600
million dollars a year, assisting 97 percent of
the nation’s school districts.

What’s missing from the program is ac-
countability. Nobody really knows how the
money is spent, much less whether it is
doing any good. One newspaper found that
federal money had gone to pay for every-
thing from motivational speakers to clowns
to school puppet shows to junkets for school
administrators.

As president, I will propose major changes
in this program. Every school getting this
funding will report their results—measured
in student safety. Those results will be pub-
lic. At schools that are persistently dan-
gerous, students will be given a transfer to
some other school—a safe school.

No parent in America—no matter their in-
come—should be forced to send their child to
a school where violence reigns. No child in
America—regardless of background—should
be forced to risk their lives in order to learn.

In the same way, it is a federal crime for
a student to bring a gun into any public
school. Yet this law has been almost com-
pletely ignored by federal prosecutors in re-
cent years. Of some 3,900 violations reported
between 1997 and 1998, only 13 were pros-
ecuted. It is easy to propose laws. Sometimes
it is easy to pass laws. But the measure of
our seriousness is enforcing the law. And the
safety of our children merits more than lip
service.

Here is what I’ll do. We will form a new
partnership of the federal government and
states—called Project Sentry. With some ad-
ditional funding for prosecutors and the
ATF, we can enforce the law and prosecute
the violators: students who use guns ille-
gally or bring guns to school, and adults who
provide them. And for any juvenile found
guilty of a serious gun offense, there will be
a lifetime ban on carrying or purchasing a
gun—any gun, for any reason, at any age,
ever.

Tougher enforcement of gun laws will help
to make our schools safer. But safety is not
the only goal here. The excellence of a
school is not just measured by declines in
robbery, murder, and aggravated assault.
Safety is the first and urgent step toward a
second order of business—instilling in all of
our public schools the virtues of discipline.

More than half of secondary-school teach-
ers across the country say they have been
threatened, or shouted at, or verbally abused
by students. A teacher in Los Angeles de-
scribes her job as ‘‘nine-tenths policeman,
one-tenth educational.’’ And many schools,
intimidated by the threat of lawsuits, have
watered down their standards of behavior. In
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Oklahoma, a student who stabbed a principal
with a nail was suspended for three days. In
North Carolina, a student who broke her
teacher’s arm was suspended for only two
days.

In too many cases, adults are in authority,
but they are not in control.

To their credit, many schools are trying to
reassert that control—only to find them-
selves in court. Generations of movies from
The Blackboard Jungle to Stand and Deliver
cast as their hero the teacher who dares to
bring discipline to the classroom. But a mod-
ern version of this drama would have to in-
clude a new figure in the story—the lawyer.

Thirty-one percent of all high schools have
faced lawsuits or out-of-court settlements in
the past 2 years. This is seriously deterring
discipline, and demands a serious response.

In school districts receiving federal school
safety funds, we will expect a policy of zero-
tolerance for persistently disruptive behav-
ior. This means simply that teachers will
have the authority to remove from their
classroom any student who persists in being
violent or unruly. Only with the teacher’s
consent will these students be allowed to re-
turn. The days of timid pleading and bar-
gaining and legal haggling with disruptive
students must be over. Learning must no
longer be held hostage to the brazen behav-
ior of a few.

Along with this measure, I will propose a
Teacher Protection Act to free teachers,
principals and school board members from
meritless federal lawsuits when they enforce
reasonable rules. School officials, acting in
their official duties, must be shielded from
liability. A lifetime dedicated to teaching
must not be disrupted by a junk lawsuit. We
do not need tort lawyers scouring the halls
of our schools—turning every classroom dis-
pute into a treasure hunt for damage awards.

Safety and discipline are essential. But
when we dream for our children, we dream
with higher goals. We want them to love
learning. And we want them to be rich in
character and blessed in ideals.

So our third goal is to encourage clear in-
struction in right and wrong. We want our
schools to care about the character of our
children.

I am not talking about schools promoting
a particular set of religious beliefs. Strong
values are shared by good people of different
faiths, of varied backgrounds.

I am talking about communicating the val-
ues we share, in all our diversity. Respect.
Responsibility. Self-restraint. Family com-
mitment. Civic duty. Fairness. Compassion.
The moral landmarks that guide a successful
life.

There are a number of good programs
around the country that show how values
can be taught in a diverse nation. At St.
Leonard’s Elementary School in Maryland,
children take a pledge each morning to be
‘‘respectful, responsible and ready to learn.’’
Character education is a theme throughout
the curriculum—in writing, social studies
and reading. And discipline referrals were
down by 70 percent in one year. At Marion
Intermediate school in South Carolina, vir-
tues are taught by studying great historical
figures and characters in literature.

Consideration is encouraged, good manners
are expected. And discipline referrals are
down by half in one year.

The federal government now spends $8 mil-
lion on promoting character education ef-
forts. My administration will triple that
funding—money for states to train teachers
and incorporate character lessons into daily
coursework.

We will require federal youth and juvenile
justice programs to incorporate an element
of character building.

Our government must get its priorities
straight when it comes to the character of

our children. Right now, the Department of
Health and Human Services spends far more
on teen contraception than it does on teen
abstinence. It takes the jaded view that chil-
dren are nothing more than the sum of their
drives, with no higher goal than hanging out
and hooking up. We owe them better than
this—and they are better than this. They ask
for bread, and we give them a stone.

Abstinence programs show real promise—
exactly because more and more teenagers
understand that true love waits. My admin-
istration will elevate abstinence education
from an afterthought to an urgent goal. We
should spend at least as much each year on
promoting the conscience of our children as
we do on providing them with contraception.

As well, we will encourage and expand the
role of charities in after-school programs.
Everyone agrees there is a problem in these
empty, unsupervised hours after school. But
those hours should not only be filled with
sports and play, they should include lessons
in responsibility and character. The federal
government already funds afterschool pro-
grams. But charities and faith-based organi-
zations are prevented from participating. In
my administration they will be invited to
participate. Big Brothers/Big Sisters, the
YMCA and local churches and synagogues
and mosques should be a central part of vol-
untary, after-school programs.

Schools must never impose religion—but
they must not oppose religion either. And
the federal government should not be an
enemy of voluntary expressions of faith by
students.

Religious groups have a right to meet be-
fore and after school. Students have a right
to say grace before meals, read their Bibles,
wear Stars of David and crosses, and discuss
religion with other willing students. Stu-
dents have a right to express religious ideas
in art and homework.

Public schools that forbid these forms of
religious expression are confused. But more
than that, they are rejecting some of the
best and finest influences on young lives. It
is noble when a young mind finds meaning
and wisdom in the Talmud or Koran. It is
good and hopeful when young men and
women ask themselves what would Jesus do.

The measure of our nation’s greatness has
never been affluence or influence—rising
stocks or advancing armies. It has always
been found in citizens of character and com-
passion. And so many of our problems as a
nation—from drugs, to deadly diseases, to
crime—are not the result of chance, but of
choice. They will only be solved by a trans-
formation of the heart and will. This is why
a hopeful and decent future is found in hope-
ful and decent children.

That hope, of course, is not created by an
Executive Order or an Act of Congress. I
strongly believe our schools should reinforce
good character. I know that our laws will al-
ways reflect a moral vision. But there are
limits to law, set at the boundaries of the
heart. It has been said: ‘‘Men can make good
laws, but laws can not make men good.’’

Yet a president has a broader influence and
a deeper legacy than the programs he pro-
poses. He is more than a bookkeeper or an
engineer of policy. A president is the most
visible symbol of a political system that Lin-
coln called ‘‘the last best hope of earth.’’ The
presidency, said Franklin Roosevelt, is ‘‘pre-
eminently a place of moral leadership.’’

That is an awesome charge. It is the most
sobering part of a decision to run for presi-
dent. And it is a charge I plan to keep.

After power vanishes and pride passes, this
is what remains: The promises we kept. The
oath we fulfilled. The example we set. The
honor we earned.

This is true of a president or a parent. Of
a governor or a teacher. We are united in a

common task: to give our children a spirit of
moral courage. This is not a search for
scapegoats—it is a call to conscience. It is
not a hopeless task—it is the power and
privilege of every generation. Every indi-
vidual can change a corner of our culture.
And every child is a new beginning.

In all the confusion and controversy of our
time, there is still one answer for our chil-
dren. An answer as current as the headlines.
An answer as old as the scriptures. ‘‘What-
ever is true, whatever is honorable, whatever
is right, whatever is pure, whatever is lovely,
whatever is of good repute, if there is any ex-
cellence and anything worthy of praise, let
your mind dwell on these things.’’

If we love our children, this is the path of
duty—and the way of hope. Thank you.

f

RECOGNIZING ALZHEIMER’S
AWARENESS MONTH

HON. EDWARD J. MARKEY
OF MASSACHUSETTS

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, November 18, 1999
Mr. MARKEY. Mr. Speaker, November is

Alzheimer’s Awareness Month—This month
we recognize the 4 million Americans victim-
ized by this devastating disease and the family
members who are most often their primary
caregivers.

Alzheimer’s Disease is debilitating, indis-
criminate and cruel—it creeps into the brain,
captures the mind and renders its victims with
impaired judgment, personality change and
loss of language and communication skills.

Today, Alzheimer’s is on track to wreak
havoc as the epidemic of the next century bur-
dening our nation’s health care system and
leaving millions of American families in emo-
tional and financial ruin. It is predicted that by
2050, 14 million Americans will be afflicted.
We need a strategy today.

As part of this strategy, we must recognize
that there are thousands of spouses and other
family members struggling to provide care for
their loved ones in their homes each year.
Seven in ten people with Alzheimer’s disease
live at home. Almost 75% of home care is pro-
vided by family and friends placing a tremen-
dous emotional burden on these caregivers
and a financial burden averaging $12,500 per
at home patient.

Each year, Alzheimer’s costs our nation at
least $100 billion and American business $33
billion, most of that in the lost work of employ-
ees who are caregivers.

It is imperative that we increase the federal
commitment to this disease. We must create
new programs to relieve caregivers and we
must continue our work toward treatment and
a cure. Last year the federal government dedi-
cated $400 million to Alzheimer’s research,
but that’s still not enough—the federal commit-
ment to heart, cancer and AIDS research—
diseases of comparable cost to our country—
is 3 to 5 times higher. Next fiscal year we
must increase research dollars for Alzheimer’s
by $100 million.

Last June—in an effort to encourage legisla-
tive solutions to deal with Alzheimer’s—I along
with my colleague from across the aisle CHRIS
SMITH—kicked off the first bipartisan Task
Force on Alzheimer’s Disease. To date we
have 82 members with a goal of reaching 100
by 2000.

The time has come to wage a serious war
against Alzheimer’s disease. The time has
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